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Application No. 

09/730,277 



Examiner 

John Hoffmann 



Applicant(s) Tf 

GAO ET AL. 



Art Unit 

1731 
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earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 704ft>l 9 commun^atran, even If timely filed, may reduce any 

Status 

1)D Responsive to communication® filed on 

2a)Q This action is FINAL. 2 b)E This action is non-final. 

3) Q Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters nm<;pr.,tinn ac t « (ho ^ 

4) H Claim(s) 7^7 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) 1547 is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 



6) D3 Claim(s) _M4 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) Q Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement 

Application Papers 

9) ISI The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 85(a) 

The proposed drawing correction filed on is: a)D approved b)D disapproved by the Examiner. 

If approved, corrected drawings are required in reply to this Office action. 

12) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. §§119 and 120 

1 3) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 1 9(a)-(d) or (f). 

a)DAII b)D Some*c)D None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. 

3. D Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Staae 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17 2(a)) "awonai btage 

* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 

1 4) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 1 9(e) (to a provisional application) 

a > 1=1 The translation of the foreign language provisional application has been received 

1 5) U Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 120 and/or 121 
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Election/Restrictions 



Restriction to one of the following inventions is required under 35 U.S.C. 

121: 

I. Claims 1 -14, drawn to apparatus for cooling fibers, classified in 
class 65, subclass 481 . 

II. Claims 15-27, drawn to a method of cooling fibers, classified in 
class 65, subclass 514. 

The inventions are distinct, each from the other because of the following reasons: 

Inventions II and I are related as process and apparatus for its practice. 
The inventions are distinct if it can be shown that either: (1) the process as 
claimed can be practiced by another materially different apparatus or by hand, or 
(2) the apparatus as claimed can be used to practice another and materially 
different process. (MPEP § 806.05(e)). In this case the apparatus can be used 
to practice a materially different process, such as spraying icing on donuts. 

Because these inventions are distinct for the reasons given above and 
have acquired a separate status in the art as shown by their different 
classification, restriction for examination purposes as indicated is proper. 

During a telephone conversation with Maria Gasaway on 17 March 17, 
2003 a provisional election was made with traverse to prosecute the invention of 
Group I, claims 1-14. Affirmation of this election must be made by applicant in 
replying to this Office action. Claims 1 5-27 are withdrawn from further 
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consideration by the examiner, 37 CFR 1.142(b), as being drawn to a non- 
elected invention. 

Applicant is reminded that upon the cancellation of claims to a non-elected 
invention, the inventorship must be amended in compliance with 37 CFR 1.48(b) 
if one or more of the currently named inventors is no longer an inventor of at 
least one claim remaining in the application. Any amendment of inventorship 
must be accompanied by a request under 37 CFR 1 .48(b) and by the fee 
required under 37 CFR 1.1 7(i). 



Specification 

Applicant is reminded of the proper language and format for an abstract of 
the disclosure. 

The abstract should be in narrative form and generally limited to a single 
paragraph on a separate sheet within the range of 50 to 1 50 words. It is 
important that the abstract not exceed 150 words in length since the space 
provided for the abstract on the computer tape used by the printer is limited. The 
form and legal phraseology often used in patent claims, such as "means" and 
"said," should be avoided. The abstract should describe the disclosure 
sufficiently to assist readers in deciding whether there is a need for consulting the 
full patent text for details. 

The language should be clear and concise and should not repeat 
information given in the title. It should avoid using phrases which can be implied, 
such as, 'The disclosure concerns," "The disclosure defined by this invention," 
"The disclosure describes," etc. 

The abstract of the disclosure is objected to because it is not in the form of 
a single paragraph. Correction is required. See MPEP § 608.01(b). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 
U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this 
Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in 
public use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in 
the United States. 

Claim 1-4, 6-1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated 
by Buchanan 3901675. 

Figure 7 shows the invention. It has upper nozzles 128 and lower nozzles 
1 04b. AS to the fluids used - such is a method of use limitation and has little 
bearing on the structure of Buchanan or the instant claims. 

Claim 2 is directed to the environment in which the apparatus is used in. 
The Buchanan apparatus can be used in any environment one wishes. The 
claims do not require the presence of a bushing. 

Claims 3-4 do not significantly further limit the structure. One can use 
what ever fluid one desires in the Buchanan invention. 

Claim 6: see col. 6, lines 46 and 53. The fluids used in the structure are 
not part of the structure. 

Claims 7-1 1 are clearly met. 



Claim 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Mennig 5716424. 
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See col. 7, lines 18-22 or Mennig. The only structure that the claims 
require is a first nozzle and another nozzle which is an air atomizer. Menning 
clearly teaches this. 



Claims 7, 12-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated 
by Lewin 4886536. 

Figure 1 clearly shows all of the limitations of the claims. 30 is the first 
nozzle, 20 is the sizing applicator. The angle is 30 degrees. 



Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Slayter, Bohy, Loeffler, Battigelli, Ishikawa, Clocksin, Levecque, Russell 
(2), and Drummond are cited as being relevant to Applicant's disclosure. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to John Hoffmann whose telephone number is 
703-308-0469. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through 
Friday, 7:00-3:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Steve Griffin can be reached on 703-308-1 1 64. The fax 
phone numbers for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
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assigned are 703-305-71 15 for regular communications and 703-305-3599 for 
After Final communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application 
or proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephqne number is 
703-308-0651 . 
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